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ATTACHMENT – “E” EXISTING CONDITIONS 


 


 


Intersection of Redwood Blvd. and Hacienda Blvd looking east, 
lack of sidewalk, curb ramp in the background tie-in point 


 


 
 


 


Looking north at Hacienda Boulevard and Redwood Boulevard intersection. Students 
are crossing the street from dirt to paved areas. 


Hacienda ES, beyond 


Cal‐City MS 


NO SIDEWALK
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Looking north at intersection of Hacienda Boulevard and Redwood Boulevard. Students 
are walking on dirt to school. 


 


Intersection Redwood Blvd. at 92nd Street looking east, curb ramps, sidewalks and 
intersection crossing improvements will be part of the scope of work. 


No improvements, 


wide dirt shoulders 
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 Redwood Blvd. looking east, class 2 bike lane, curb ramps, sidewalks and intersection 
crossing improvements will be installed on the south side of the boulevard.          


 


Dirt shoulder typical of Redwood Blvd








Date:


C28508


Item No.
F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
2 1 LS $11,000.00 $11,000 100% $11,000
3 1 LS $8,125.00 $8,125 100% $8,125
4 1 LS $10,500.00 $10,500 100% $10,500
5 1 LS $9,000.00 $9,000 100% $9,000


6 1 LS $75,000.00 $75,000 100% $75,000
7 704 CY $80.00 $56,320 100% $56,320
8 563 CY $65.00 $36,595 100% $36,595
9 697 CY $30.00 $20,910 100% $20,910


10 3500 LF $35.00 $122,500 100% $122,500
11 17850 SF $11.00 $196,350 100% $196,350
12 732 TONS $40.00 $29,280 100% $29,280
13 392 TONS $110.00 $43,120 100% $43,120
14 6 EA $4,800.00 $28,800 100% $28,800
15 3 EA $12,500.00 $37,500 100% $37,500
16 1 LS $18,000.00 $18,000 100% $18,000
17 1 LS $12,000.00 $12,000 100% $12,000


18 100%
19 100%
20 100%
21 100%
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%


$725,000 $725,000
$36,250 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


9.93% $72,000 $72,000


$797,000 $797,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$96,000


$96,000 12% 25% Max


$119,000 15% 15% Max 


$215,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,012,000


Project Description: Install 5' ft wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, C&G, X-gutters, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.
Redwood Blvd. and Airway Blvd. intersection, continues east along the south side to Hacienda Blvd.  (approx. 3,800 feet).


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald F. Helt (City Engineer) License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Preconstruction Biological Training
Quality Control Program
Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Site Demolition, Saw Cut, Grading, 
Scarify 12" Native Material & Compact 


Item 


Install 6" Class 2 Agg. Base 


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/1/2016City of California City


Scarify 12" Native Material & Compact 


Install 3" Type B Hot Mix Asphalt
Install Curb Ramp "Case A"


Install Type A Curb & Gutter on 
Install 4" Thick Sidewalk on Redwood 


Scarify 12" Native Material & Compact 


Install 8" thick concrete cross gutter
Roadside Signage


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Striping and Markings


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                 
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 96,000$                                       


Total PE: 96,000$                                       


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):


Total Project Cost: $1,012,000


Total Project Delivery: $215,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 119,000$                                     


Total Construction Costs: $916,000
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Kern County Health Status Profiles 


for Selected Health Indicators 


Public Health Week, 2011 


Health Status Indicator Kern County State Ranking 
Year 2010 National 


Objective 


2007 – 2009  Average Mortality

 Rates Per 100,000 Population (Age-Adjusted



)  


All Causes 859.8 56 ‡ 


Motor Vehicle 17.3 47 8.0 


Unintentional Injury 45.7 43 17.1 


Firearm Injuries 11.4 45 3.6 


Homicide 7.7 52 2.8 


Suicide 11.1 28 4.8 


Drug Related 16.9 41 1.2 


All Cancers 173.6 46 158.6 


Colorectal Cancer 14.6 32 13.7 


Lung Cancer 47.8 46 43.3 


Breast Cancer 22.6 42 21.3 


Prostate Cancer 27.4 54 28.2 


Heart Disease 183.2 58 162.0 


Stroke 45.5 50 50.0 


Diabetes 33.0 57 ° 


Chronic Lower Respiratory Disease 71.9 58 ‡ 


Chronic Liver Disease and Cirrhosis 12.8 37 3.2 


Influenza/Pneumonia 23.0 53 ‡ 


Alzheimer’s Disease 36.7 55 ‡ 


2007 – 2009 Average Morbidity Rates Per 100,000 Population (Crude Rates) 


AIDS Incidence 10.5 53 1.0 


Tuberculosis Incidence  5.2 41 1.0 


Chlamydia Incidence 616.4 58  


Gonorrhea Incidence 113.4 55 19.0 


2006 – 2008 Average Infant Death Rates Per 1,000 Live Births  


All Races 7.0 49 4.5 


Asian/PI   6.1^ 45 4.5 


Black   15.7^ 52 4.5 


Hispanic 6.7 50 4.5 


White 6.4 48 4.5 


2007 – 2009 Average Natality Indicators   


Low Birth Weight Infants 7.2% 52 5.0% 


Births To Adolescent Mothers (15-19) 62.7* 58 ‡ 


Prenatal Care Not Begun During 1st Trimester 24.7% 37 10.0% 


Adequate/ Adequate Plus Prenatal Care 69.7% 48 90.0% 


Percent of Persons Under 18 Below Poverty 24.8% 48 ‡ 


 


 International Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision ICD-10 was used to create the mortality tables in this report. 


 Age-adjusted rates were calculated using the 2000 U.S. Standard Million Proportions. 


‡ No 2010 Healthy People 2010 Objective established. 


° HP2010 objective based on both underlying and contributing causes of death.  This table excludes multiple/contributing causes of death. 


 Prevalence data are not available in Kern County. 


^ Case rate unreliable, relative standard error is greater than 23%. 


* Rate per 1,000 females 15-19 years of age. 
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Class I – Bike Path
Bike paths, also termed shared-use or multi-use paths, 
are paved right-of-way for exclusive use by bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and those using non-motorized modes of 
travel.  They are physically separated from vehicular 
tra�c and can be constructed in roadway right-of-way or 
exclusive right-of-way.  Bike paths provide critical 
connections in the city where roadways are absent or are 
not conducive to bicycle travel.


Class Description Example Graphic


Class II - Bike Lane 
Bike lanes are de�ned by pavement striping and 
signage used to allocate a portion of a roadway for 
exclusive or preferential bicycle travel.  Bike lanes are 
one-way facilities on either side of a roadway.  Bike 
lanes can be enhanced with treatments that improve 
safety and connectivity by addressing site-speci�c 
issues, such as additional warning or way-�nding 
signage.


Class III - Bike Route
Bike routes provide shared use with motor vehicle tra�c 
within the same travel lane.  Designated by signage and / 
or on-street shared lane markings. They are typically used 
on roads with low speeds and tra�c volumes; however, 
they can be used on higher volume roads with wide 
outside lanes or shoulders. Shared lane markings, in addi-
tion to signage, may be more appropiate for roadways 
with narrow travel lanes and parking. 


Bike routes provide continuity to other bike facilities or 
designate preferred routes through corridors with high 
demand.


Shared Lane Marking should be placed 
11 feet minimum from curb


Local Street -Width Varies


D11-1 Bike Route Sign


Figure 3-3: California Bicycle Facility Classification
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S1702 POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS OF FAMILIES


2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Subject California City city, California


All families Married-couple
families


Total Percent below poverty level Total


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Families 3,554 +/-252 18.4% +/-5.5 2,359
With related children under 18 years 1,247 +/-191 34.2% +/-9.7 798


RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN


  Families with a householder who is--


    One race 3,401 +/-279 19.0% +/-5.6 2,248
      White 2,490 +/-313 10.8% +/-5.0 1,687
      Black or African American 487 +/-228 44.4% +/-22.7 234
      American Indian and Alaska Native 0 +/-19 - ** 0
      Asian 133 +/-87 27.8% +/-38.1 64
      Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-19 - ** 0
      Some other race 291 +/-159 42.6% +/-31.6 263
    Two or more races 153 +/-92 6.5% +/-10.9 111


Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 763 +/-194 20.2% +/-11.6 541
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 2,131 +/-288 10.6% +/-5.7 1,458


Householder worked 2,316 +/-264 16.6% +/-5.9 1,563
  Householder worked full-time, year-round in the past 12
months


1,459 +/-272 0.0% +/-2.4 1,235


Householder 65 years and over 548 +/-208 5.1% +/-6.4 469
Family received --


  Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and/or cash public
assistance income in the past 12 months


601 +/-181 50.2% +/-14.9 236


  Social security income in the past 12 months 862 +/-238 8.2% +/-8.5 637


EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLDER


  Less than high school graduate 733 +/-205 33.7% +/-17.8 515
  High school graduate (includes equivalency) 1,001 +/-278 28.5% +/-11.7 543
  Some college, associate's degree 1,490 +/-266 7.4% +/-5.2 1,055
  Bachelor's degree or higher 330 +/-144 3.6% +/-5.5 246


NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS


  No child 2,307 +/-344 9.9% +/-5.6 1,561


1  of 5 05/22/2015
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Subject California City city, California


All families Married-couple
families


Total Percent below poverty level Total


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
  1 or 2 children 898 +/-194 21.6% +/-10.7 567
  3 or 4 children 204 +/-134 57.8% +/-35.6 86
  5 or more children 145 +/-79 79.3% +/-27.6 145


NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN FAMILY


  2 people 1,955 +/-384 13.2% +/-6.9 1,353
  3 or 4 people 1,236 +/-212 17.6% +/-9.2 736
  5 or 6 people 208 +/-124 26.0% +/-22.9 125
  7 or more people 155 +/-81 80.6% +/-26.1 145


NUMBER OF WORKERS IN FAMILY


  No workers 827 +/-228 31.3% +/-14.8 575
  1 worker 1,418 +/-250 19.2% +/-9.6 730
  2 workers 1,046 +/-239 10.4% +/-4.7 860
  3 or more workers 263 +/-143 5.7% +/-11.5 194


INCOME DEFICIT


  Mean income deficit for families (dollars) 9,292 +/-1,485 (X) (X) 12,448


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Poverty status for families 19.4% (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject California City city, California


Married-couple families Female householder, no husband
present


Total Percent below poverty level Total


Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Families +/-306 10.2% +/-5.8 611 +/-172
With related children under 18 years +/-171 14.4% +/-7.4 278 +/-145


RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN


  Families with a householder who is--


    One race +/-321 10.7% +/-6.0 579 +/-164
      White +/-307 2.3% +/-2.3 375 +/-158
      Black or African American +/-87 44.9% +/-25.1 124 +/-110
      American Indian and Alaska Native +/-19 - ** 0 +/-19
      Asian +/-49 0.0% +/-38.5 52 +/-70
      Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander +/-19 - ** 0 +/-19
      Some other race +/-150 36.5% +/-35.4 28 +/-47
    Two or more races +/-81 0.0% +/-26.5 32 +/-41


Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) +/-164 3.5% +/-5.8 92 +/-102
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-264 2.7% +/-2.7 375 +/-158


Householder worked +/-232 7.1% +/-3.7 400 +/-152
  Householder worked full-time, year-round in the past 12
months


+/-231 0.0% +/-2.8 123 +/-118


Householder 65 years and over +/-206 2.6% +/-5.2 29 +/-29
Family received --


  Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and/or cash public
assistance income in the past 12 months


+/-116 52.5% +/-19.4 274 +/-150


  Social security income in the past 12 months +/-197 0.0% +/-5.3 147 +/-96


EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLDER


  Less than high school graduate +/-186 18.6% +/-21.9 131 +/-105
  High school graduate (includes equivalency) +/-158 21.5% +/-11.5 210 +/-111
  Some college, associate's degree +/-254 1.4% +/-2.5 237 +/-137
  Bachelor's degree or higher +/-109 4.9% +/-7.4 33 +/-36


NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS


  No child +/-319 8.0% +/-7.3 333 +/-165
  1 or 2 children +/-150 0.0% +/-6.0 177 +/-111
  3 or 4 children +/-89 0.0% +/-32.1 101 +/-104
  5 or more children +/-79 79.3% +/-27.6 0 +/-19


NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN FAMILY


  2 people +/-310 8.1% +/-8.1 274 +/-155
  3 or 4 people +/-194 2.0% +/-3.8 274 +/-142
  5 or 6 people +/-100 0.0% +/-24.1 53 +/-53
  7 or more people +/-79 79.3% +/-27.6 10 +/-16


NUMBER OF WORKERS IN FAMILY


  No workers +/-205 22.4% +/-18.5 211 +/-109
  1 worker +/-203 0.0% +/-4.7 333 +/-153
  2 workers +/-207 11.2% +/-5.9 51 +/-40
  3 or more workers +/-117 7.7% +/-14.6 16 +/-26


INCOME DEFICIT


  Mean income deficit for families (dollars) +/-1,689 (X) (X) 8,436 +/-2,328


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Poverty status for families (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject California City city, California
Female householder, no husband


present
Percent below poverty level


Estimate Margin of Error
Families 51.2% +/-20.5
With related children under 18 years 79.5% +/-19.6


RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN


  Families with a householder who is--


    One race 52.3% +/-21.5
      White 33.9% +/-24.4
      Black or African American 89.5% +/-22.0
      American Indian and Alaska Native - **
      Asian 71.2% +/-56.6
      Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander - **
      Some other race 100.0% +/-58.2
    Two or more races 31.3% +/-57.2


Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 100.0% +/-30.6
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 33.9% +/-24.4


Householder worked 50.3% +/-28.4
  Householder worked full-time, year-round in the past 12
months


0.0% +/-24.4


Householder 65 years and over 55.2% +/-55.2
Family received --


  Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and/or cash public
assistance income in the past 12 months


51.5% +/-27.9


  Social security income in the past 12 months 36.1% +/-35.0


EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLDER


  Less than high school graduate 82.4% +/-25.3
  High school graduate (includes equivalency) 58.1% +/-25.7
  Some college, associate's degree 35.0% +/-28.6
  Bachelor's degree or higher 0.0% +/-53.6


NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS


  No child 27.6% +/-20.8
  1 or 2 children 67.8% +/-27.5
  3 or 4 children 100.0% +/-28.5
  5 or more children - **


NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN FAMILY


  2 people 44.2% +/-27.2
  3 or 4 people 52.9% +/-30.2
  5 or 6 people 69.8% +/-52.0
  7 or more people 100.0% +/-97.3


NUMBER OF WORKERS IN FAMILY


  No workers 53.1% +/-29.2
  1 worker 60.4% +/-33.1
  2 workers 0.0% +/-43.1
  3 or more workers 0.0% +/-76.9


INCOME DEFICIT


  Mean income deficit for families (dollars) (X) (X)


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Poverty status for families (X) (X)
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Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.


While the 2009-2013 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 5-Year American Community Survey


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC
To: Ramon Pantoja
Subject: FW: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
Date: Monday, June 06, 2016 3:29:58 PM


Hello Ramon,
 
The CCC is unable to assist with this ATP project. Please include a copy of this email with your
application as proof of reaching us.
 
Thank you,
 
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


 


From: Ramon Pantoja [mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 7:45 AM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: RE: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
 
Hi Melanie;
Please let us know which items the CCC can participate on this project.
See attachments.
 
Let me know if you need additional information or have any questions.
Thanks
 
Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager
Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473
Ph. (661) 323-6045
Fax (661) 323-0799
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC [mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov] On Behalf Of ATP@CCC
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 3:33 PM
To: Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com>
Subject: RE: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
 
Hello Ramon,
 
On behalf of the California Conservation Corps, I would like to invite you to send us your ATP project
information for our participation review to comply with the Cycle 3 Guidelines.
 
Thank you,
 
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


 
From: Active Transportation Program [mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:57 PM
To: Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com>
Cc: Jerry Helt <jhelt@heltengineering.com>; Tom Weil <citymgr@californiacity.com>; Craig Platt
(cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov) <cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov>; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: Re: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
 
Hello Ramon,


Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable
to participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof
that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.


Thank you,
Dominique
 
On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:18 PM, Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com> wrote:
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RE: Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements Project
 
The City of California City is seeking Community Conservation Corps assistance for the
2016 ATP application cycle 3.
 
Project Title:
Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements
 
• Project Description:
Install five feet wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, curb and gutter, pavement tie-in,
cross gutters at intersections, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.
 
See attached


-          cost estimate


-          schedule


-          and map


 


If have questions please let us know.
 
Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager
Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473
Ph. (661) 323-6045
Fax (661) 323-0799
 


 
--


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


Total Control Panel Login


To: Message Score: 10 High (60): Pass



tel:%28661%29%20302-6473

tel:%28661%29%20323-6045

tel:%28661%29%20323-0799

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/

https://asp.reflexion.net/login?domain=heltengineering.com





rpantoja@heltengineering.com


From:
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


My Spam Blocking Level: Medium Medium (75): Pass


Low (90): Pass


Block this sender


Block ccc.ca.gov


This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level.



https://asp.reflexion.net/address-properties?aID=34329794&domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/FooterAction?ver=3&bl-sender-address=1&hID=15253382218&domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/FooterAction?ver=3&bl-sender-domain=1&hID=15253382218&domain=heltengineering.com
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From: Ramon Pantoja
To: "Active Transportation Program"
Subject: RE: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
Date: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:48:00 PM


Thanks,
 
Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager
Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473
Ph. (661) 323-6045
Fax (661) 323-0799


 
From: Active Transportation Program [mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:47 PM
To: Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com>
Subject: Re: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
 
Hello Ramon,
 
Thank you for your inquiry. We are looking into your request and will get back to you by June 7th.
 
Thank you,
Dominique
 
On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:18 PM, Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com> wrote:


RE: Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements Project
 
The City of California City is seeking Community Conservation Corps assistance for the
2016 ATP application cycle 3.
 
Project Title:
Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements
 
• Project Description:
Install five feet wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, curb and gutter, pavement tie-in,
cross gutters at intersections, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.
 
See attached


-          cost estimate


-          schedule


-          and map


 



mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com





If have questions please let us know.
 
Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager
Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473
Ph. (661) 323-6045
Fax (661) 323-0799
 


 
--


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


Total Control Panel Login


To: rpantoja@heltengineering.com
From:
inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


Remove this sender from my allow list


You received this message because the sender is on your allow list.


 



tel:%28661%29%20302-6473

tel:%28661%29%20323-6045

tel:%28661%29%20323-0799

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/

https://asp.reflexion.net/login?domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/address-properties?aID=34329794&domain=heltengineering.com

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

https://asp.reflexion.net/FooterAction?ver=3&un-wl-sender-address=1&hID=15195640831&domain=heltengineering.com





From: Active Transportation Program
To: Ramon Pantoja
Cc: Jerry Helt; Tom Weil; Craig Platt (cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov); atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
Date: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:57:17 PM


Hello Ramon,


Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable
to participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof
that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.


Thank you,
Dominique


On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:18 PM, Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com> wrote:


RE: Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements Project


 


The City of California City is seeking Community Conservation Corps assistance for the
2016 ATP application cycle 3.


 


Project Title:


Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements


 


• Project Description:


Install five feet wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, curb and gutter, pavement tie-in,
cross gutters at intersections, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.


 


See attached


-          cost estimate


-          schedule


-          and map


 


If have questions please let us know.


 



mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com

mailto:jhelt@heltengineering.com

mailto:citymgr@californiacity.com

mailto:cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov

mailto:atp@ccc.ca.gov

mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com





Ramon H. Pantoja


Project Manager


Helt Engineering, Inc.


2930 Union Ave.


Bakersfield, CA 93305


Cell (661) 302-6473


Ph. (661) 323-6045


Fax (661) 323-0799


 


-- 


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


Total Control Panel Login


To:
rpantoja@heltengineering.com


From:
inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


Remove this sender from my allow list


You received this message because the sender is on your allow list.



tel:%28661%29%20302-6473

tel:%28661%29%20323-6045

tel:%28661%29%20323-0799

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/

https://asp.reflexion.net/login?domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/address-properties?aID=34329794&domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/FooterAction?ver=3&un-wl-sender-address=1&hID=15195848380&domain=heltengineering.com
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CITY OF CALIFORNIA CITY, KERN CO


Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL,
Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong),
swisstopo, MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS
User Community


June 8, 2016
0 1.5 30.75 mi


0 2.5 51.25 km


1:72,224


 
 



rpantoja

Line



rpantoja

Text Box

2016 ATP PROJECT AREA



rpantoja

Line



rpantoja

Line



rpantoja

Text Box

TOP 25%DISADVANTAGE COMMUNITY BOUNDARY












 


2014 
Regional Transportation 


Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy 











CHAPTER 5 STRATEGIC INVESTMENTS 


2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 
 June 2014 


5-18 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 


The source of specific funding and Kern COG are not responsible for any misuse or misinformation contained in the report. 


Project Listing - Table 5-1: Constrained Program of Projects Continued 
 


 


Taft


Taft


Taft


Taft


Taft


Tehachapi


Tupman


County


Wasco


Various locations Countyw ide Construct Pedestrian Enhancement Improvements 77,500,000 


Various locations Countyw ide Construct Complete Streets Improvements 261,000,000 


Sub-total $424,000,000 


Location Scope  YOE Cost Project ID Start


Freight Rail Tehachapi Double-track sections from Bakersfield to Mojave $111,700,000 In Progress


Freight Rail Shafter Shafter Intermodal Rail Facility 30,000,000 In Progress


(Information only)  Sub-total $141,700,000 


Location  YOE Cost Project ID Start


Route 14 Inyokern Redrock / Inyokern Rd to Rt 178 - w iden to four lanes (Phase1) 42,000,000 KER08RTP006 2016


Route 46 Lost Hills Brow n Material Rd to I-5 - interchange upgrade at I-5 - Phase 4A 27,000,000 KER14RTP001 2016


Route 58 Metro Bkfd Rosedale Hw y - Callow ay Dr to Rt 99 - w iden existing highw ay 29,000,000 KER08RTP007 2014


Route 99 Metro Bkfd Hosking Ave - construct interchange 31,000,000 KER08RTP009 2014


Route 99 Bakersfield Olive Drive  - construct interchange upgrades 6,100,000 KER08RTP091 2016


Route 178 Bakersfield Vineland Rd  to east of Miramonte Dr - w iden existing highw ay 54,000,000 KER08RTP011 2014


Hageman Flyover Bakersfield Knudsen Dr to Rt 204 - construct extension 68,900,000 KER08RTP013 2016


7th Standard Rd Shafter/Bkfd Rt 43 to Santa Fe Way - w iden existing roadw ay 14,000,000 KER08RTP113 2018


24th St Improvements Bakersfield Rt 178 (24th/23rd St) from SR-99 to M Street - w iden existing highw ay 55,000,000 KER08RTP014 2015


Centennial Corridor Bakersfield
I-5 to Rt-58/Cottonw ood Rd - element of the Bakersfield Beltw ay System  - 
construct new  freew ay and/or operational improvements


698,000,000 KER08RTP020 2016


$1,025,000,000


Garlock Road from Redrock-Randsburg Road to US 395 - 18 miles - Class III


Hw y 46 from Gun Club Road to Magnolia Ave - 8 miles - Caltrans Shoulder


2014 through 2040 -  Freight Rail


Project


A Street from Arroyo Drive to Hilard Street - 0.3 miles - Class II


Taft Path from Kern River Parkw ay to Gardner Field Road - 10.6 miles - Other


Gardner Field Road from County to Aqueduct - 1.5 miles - Other


White Pine Drive from Tehachapi Blvd  to Mariposa Road - 0.4 miles - Class II


Tule Elk Reserve Path from Tupman Path to Tule Elk Reserve State Park - 1.3 miles - Other


2014 through 2020 - Major Highway Improvements


Project


Sub-total


Asher Avenue from Supply Row  to South Street - 0.5 miles - Class II


Ash Street from Emmons Park to Harrison Street - 0.2 miles - Class II


2014 through 2040 - Non-motorized (Continued)
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CHAPTER 4 SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 


Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)  2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP 
June 2014 
 


4-45 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 


The source of specific funding and Kern COG are not responsible for any misuse or misinformation contained in the report. 


In November 2013 the Bakersfield City Council approved the City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation 
Plan. The City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan guides the future development of bicycle 
facilities and programs in the City. The recommendations in this Plan will help the City create an 
environment and develop programs that support bicycling for transportation and recreation, encourage 
fewer trips by car and support active lifestyles. 
 
Bikeway miles recommended in the 2013 City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan include:  
 
 44.55 miles of Class I multi-use bike paths 


 111.07 miles of Class II bike lanes 


 104.03 miles of Class III bike routes 


Planned bicycle travel facility mileage by community in Kern County is provided in Table 4-5. 


TABLE 4-5:  BICYCLE TRAVEL FACILITY MILEAGE IN KERN COUNTY 
 (EXISTING/PLANNED ESTIMATED FROM 2012 & 2013 BIKE PLANS) 


 Existing Planned 


Unincorporated County 97 604 


Arvin 5 22 


Bakersfield 143 260 


California City 10 25 


Delano 0 13 


Maricopa 0 0 


McFarland 0 2 


Ridgecrest 26 24 


Shafter 0 17 


Taft 1 18 


Tehachapi 4 15 


Wasco 2 11 


   


Total 288 1,011 


 


Bicycle and pedestrian measures identified in the 2014 RTP (see Chapter 5) include: 


 Encourage member jurisdictions to implement their adopted local bicycle plans and to incorporate 
bicycle facilities into local transportation projects. 


 Continue to seek funding for bicycle projects from local, state, and federal sources. 


 Continue to seek funding to maintain existing bikeways. 


 Promote the purchase and construction of bicycle racks and lockers for Kern County multimodal 
stations. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title:Form Number: xxx-xxxx (Revised xx/xxxx)
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Page  of 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title:Form Number: xxx-xxxx (Revised xx/xxxx)
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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